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SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 459, ‘‘TO AMEND THE ACT 
ENTITLED ‘AN ACT TO PROHIBIT THE UNAUTHORIZED WEAR- 
ING, MANUFACTURE, OR SALE OF MEDALS AND BADGES 
AWARDED BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT,’ AS AMENDED’’; H. R. 
4231 ‘‘TO AUTHORIZE APPOINTMENTS TO THE UNITED STATES 
MILITARY ACADEMY AND UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY 
OF SONS OF CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS WHO WERE KILLED IN 
ACTION OR WHO DIED OR SHALL DIE AS A RESULT OF ACTIVE 
SERVICE IN WORLD WAR I, WORLD WAR II, OR BETWEEN THE 
PERIOD BEGINNING JUNE 27, 1950, AND ENDING ON A DATE 
PROCLAIMED BY THE PRESIDENT OR THE CONGRESS’’; S. J. 
RES. '34 ‘AUTHORIZING THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY TO RE- 
CE FORSINSERUCTION AT THE UNITED STATES MILITARY 
ACAYEMYCAT ST POINT TWO CITIZENS AND SUBJECTS OF 
THE THAILAND”’ 


H. R. 459 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


SuscoMMITTEE No. 3 OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1954. 
The subcommittee met, the Honorable Leroy Johnson, chairman of 
the subcommittee, presiding. 
Mr. Jounson. The committee will come to order, please. 
Mr. Ducanper. The first bill on the agenda this morning is H. R. 
459, by Mr. Kearney. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


L 


[H. R. 459, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Act entitled “An Act to prohibit the unauthorized wearing, manufacture, or sale 
of medals and badges awarded by the War Department”, as amended P 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act entitled “An Act to prohibit the 
unauthorized wearing, manufacture, or sale of medals and badges awarded by the 
War Department”, approved February 24, 1923, as amended by the Act approved 
April 21, 1928 (10 U. 8. C. 1425), be amended to read as follows: 

“The wearing, manufacture, or sale of any decoration, medal, badge, or ribbon 
which has been or may hereafter be authorized by the Congress or the President 
for the armed forces of the United States or the civilian employees thereof, or for 
any person who may render or contribute meritorious service in connection with 
the work of the United States of America Typhus Commission, or any decoration, 
medal, badge, ribbon, or veteran’s service lapel button, which has been or may 
hereafter be awarded by any of the Departments of the National Military Estab- 
lishment, or any decoration, medal, badge, or ribbon which has been or hereafter 
may be awarded to United States citizens or members of the armed forces by 
foreign governments in accordance with existent statutes, or the ribbon, button, or 
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rosette of any such decoration, medal, or badge, or any colorable imitation of any 
of the said devices, or the reproduction in any form or by any means of the design 
of any of said devices, or of any colorable imitation of said design, is prohibited, 
except when and as authorized under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by the President or by such person or persons as he may designate. 

Sec. 2, Any person who knowingly violates the provisions of this Act shall, 
upon conviction, be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment 
for not more than one year, or both.” 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Kearney is here to testify. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Kearney, we would be very glad to hear from 

ou. 
. Mr. Kearney. Mr. Chairman, I am going to be very brief on this. 
This is an amendment to an act already on the statute books entitled 
“10 United States Code 425,” and it is simply an amendment to that 
law. It follows in general the wording of the statute already on the 
book, with the exception of insertion of the words: 

Or any person who renders or contributes meritorious service in connection 
with the work of the United States of America Typhus Committee. 

And then it follows the same, unlawful wearing of decorations and 
pierre sale, manufacture, and wearing of medals issued by the 

my. 

My final paragraph provides that instead of the punishment now 
of not exceeding $250 or by imprisonment not Ba ae 6 months or 
both, such fine and imprisonment be changed to read under section 2 
of my bill: 

Any person who knowingly violates the provision of this Act shall upon convic- 
tion, be punished by « fine not exceeding $1,000, by imprisonment for not more 
than one year, or both. 

That, in effect, is new. 

Mr. Jonnson. What provoked the new legislation? Has there 
ever been violations of this law that have come to your attention? 

Mr. Kearney. Yes; there has been many violations of the law 
brought not only to myself but other Members of Congress. I 
introduced this bill January 3, 1953, and I think the committee has a 
copy of a letter from Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army, in 
which it is advised that the Bureau of the Budget of the Army has 
no objection to the submission of the bill and the report. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you have any information there? 

Mr. Ducanprr. The only thing, Mr. Chairman, I don’t know 
whether when I was out of the room Mr. Kearney brought this up, 
but an amendment is necessary, inasmuch as the statute which his 
bill would amend was repealed when it was codified. 

Mr. Kearney. Yes. didn’t bring that to the attention of the 
committee. 

Mr. Ducanper. I am sure the Army will offer an amendment. 

Mr. Kearney. That letter from Secretary Stevens stated the 
Department of the Army on behalf the Department of Defense has 
no objection to that part of the bill which increases the penalty in 

Mr. Devereux. Let me get this straight. All you are doing is 
increasing the penalty? Fete 

Mr. Kearney. And changing the wording, with the bringing in of 
new language, specially that portion I just read, concerning the 
American Typhus Commission. 
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Mr. Devereux. That was the group that worked down there, 
in Cuba? 

Mr. Kearney. In Cuba. 

Mr. Devereux. And Panama? 

Mr. Kearney. And if I am not mistaken, I think Panama was 
included in that. 

Mr. Ducanper. I don’t recall, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Devereux. Does anybody know what the American Typhus 
Commission was? 

Mr. Kearney. No; I am frank to say I don’t. 

Mr. Jonnson. How did that get in the bill? 

Mr. Kearney. The bill was originally placed in the hopper during 
the 82d Congress, and then the suggestion was made that the change 
include the words, ‘“‘American Typhus Commission.”’ 

Mr. Jounson. In other words, the Commission was giving out some 
kind of a medal or decoration and some people were violating the 
right to wear it? 

Mr. Kearney. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. That is probably the situation. 

Mr. DucanpEer. Major Dwyer, as the Army witness on this bill, 
can you tell the committee what the American Typhus Committee is? 

Major Dwyer. No. Ido know it was awarded to the Commission 
for services in Panama and Cuba, It is a service medal. 

Mr. Kearney. I think it comes under the general bill, unlawful 
wearing of any medal or decoration awarded by the Army. 

In other words, let us say this covers the field. 

Mr. Jonnson. Do you mean that the medal the Typhus Commis- 
sion people wear was awarded by a military organization? 

Mr. Kearney. I understand it is. 

Mr. Ducanper. This bill also would include medals of foreign 
governments. 

Mr. Kearney. That is right. 

Mr. Jounson. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ducanprr. Major Dwyer? 

Major Dwyer. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement which 
I would like to have inserted in the record. 

Mr. Jounson. Will you sit down and read it, please? 

Major Dwyer. Yes, sir. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. WILLIAM J. DWYER, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
ARMY 


Major Dwyer. I am Maj. William J. Dwyer from the Office of the 
Assistant Chief of Staff, G-1, Department of the Army. I represent 
the Department of Defense on this legislation. 

The purpose of this legislation is to increase the penalty for know- 
ingly wearing, manufacturing, or selling decorations authorized by 
Congress or the military departments, except when and as authorized 
by implementing regulations, and to add to the decorations so pro- 
tested any decoration which has been or hereafter may be awarded by 
foreign governments to United States citizens or members of the 
Armed Forces. Violation of the provisions of this legislation would 
be punishable by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment for 
not more than 1 year, or both. 
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Existing law prohibits the wearing, sale, or manufacture of any 
decoration or medal authorized by Congress for the Armed Forces of 
the United States and any service medal, badge, ribbon, and so forth, 
awarded to members of such forces, except in accordance with regula- 
tions made pursuant to law. Violations of existing law are punishable 
by a fine of not more than $250, or imprisonment of not more than 
6 months, or both. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of 
Defense is in favor of that part of the bill which would increase 
= in existing laws. As to the inclusion of decorations awarded 

y foreign governments this Department refrains from any comment 
since this is a matter which appears to fall primarily within the area 
of responsibility of the Department of State. 

Mr. Jounson. What part of the bill? 

Major Dwyer. That portion pertaining to foreign awards. 

Mr. Jonnson. Point it out to us on the bill. 

Mr. Devereux. Line 9, page 2. 

Mr. Jounson. You may proceed. 

Major Dwyer. In that connection, we have been advised that the 
Department of State has no objection to this legislative proposal. It 
is considered desirable that the legislation be enacted to protect mili- 
tary personnel from being victimized by “fly-by-night” military stores 
who offer for sale numerous unauthorized ribbons, badges, and 
insignia. 

The Department of the Army is primarily interested in badges and 
insignias and service medals as well as the new portion entered into 
the legislation concerning the Typhus Commission award. 

Mr. Jounson. But they have no view as on decorations awarded by 
foreign governments? 

Major Dwyer. No, sir; we do not. 

Mr. Jonnson. But they have no objection to including that? 

Major No, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. If they have no objection to including that why 
don’t they come out saa they think it ought to be enacted? 

Major Dwyer. The jurisdiction concerning foreign awards does not 
rest entirely with the Departaieivt of State. The Army merely acts 
as an administrative agency and forward them to that department. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Ducanprer. One question. 

The letter from the Secretary of the Army indicates that an amend- 
ment is necessary. Are you prepared to offer an amendment? 

Major Dwyer. I am not prepared at this time. 

Mr. Ducanver. Do you agree that an amendment should be made 
to the bill to indicate that actually 18 USC 704 should be amended? 

Major Dwyrr. That is correct. 

Mr. Ducanper. Will you prepare or have such an amendment pre- 
pared and sent to me, please? 

Major Dwyer. I will. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any further witnesses on this bill? 

Mr. Ducanper. No further witnesses. 

(Whereupon, the committee adjourned to further business.) 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

SUBCOMMITTEE No. 3 OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1954. 

The subcommittee met, the Hon. Leroy Johnson (c hairmen of the 

presiding. 
Mr. Jounson. What is the next bill? 
Mr. Ducanper. The next bill is H. R. 4231 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


[H. R. 4231, 82d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize appointments to the United States Military Academy and United States Naval 
Academy of sons of certain individuals who were killed in action or who died or shall die as a result of 
active service in World War I, World War II, or between the period beginning June 27, 1950, and ending 
on a date proclaimed by the President or the Congress 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That so much of the second paragraph of the Act 
entitled “An Act to establish a department of economics, government, and 
history at the United States Military Academy, at West Point, New York, and 
to amend chapter 174 of the Act of Congress of April 19, 1910, entitled ‘An Act 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes’ ”’, approved June 8, 1926, as 
amended (34 U.S. C,, sec. 1036a), as precedes the colon preceding the first proviso 
thereof is amended to read as follows: ‘‘That the number of midshipmen now 
authorized by law at the United States Naval Academy is hereby increased by 
one hundred from the United States at large, to be appointed by the President 
from among the sons of members of the land or naval forces (including male and 
female members of the Army, Air Force, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard, 
and of all components thereof) of the United States, who were killed in action or 
who have died, or may hereafter die, of wounds or injuries received, or disease 
contracted, or preexisting injury or disease aggravated, in active service (1) during 
World War I or World War II as each is defined by laws providing service- 
connected compensation or pension benefits for veterans of World War I and 
World War II and their dependents, or (2) on or after June 27, 1950, and prior to 
such date as shall thereafter be determined by Presidential proclamation or 
concurrent resolution of the Congress under the joint resolution entitled ‘Joint 
resolution to provide certain benefits for certain persons who shall have served in 
the Armed Forces of tyre United States on and after June 27, 1950’, approved 
May 11, 1951 (38 U.S. C., see. 745)”. 

Ske. 2. (a) Subsection (b) of the first section of the Act entitled “An Act to 
amend laws relating to the United States Military Academy and the United States 
Naval Academy, and for other purposes’, approved June 30, 1950 (10 U.S. C., 
sec. 1092a), is amended in the following respects: 

(1) By striking out ‘“‘One hundred and seventy-two” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“Two hundred and thirty-two”; 

(2) By striking out ‘forty from among the sons of members” and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘‘one hundred from among the sons of members”’; 

(3) By inserting ‘‘(1)”’ immediately before ‘during World War I’’; and 

(4) By inserting immediately before the colon preceding the first proviso of 
such subsection the following: ‘‘, or (2) on or after Tune 27, 1950, and prior to such 
date as shall thereafter be determined by Presidcitial proclamation or concurrent 
resolution of the Congress under the joint resolution entitled ‘Joint resolution to 
sary certain benefits for certain persons who shall have served in the Armed 

‘orces of the United States on and after June 27, 1950’, approved May 11, 1951 
(38 U.S. C., see. 745)’’. 

(b) Subsection (e) of such section is amended by striking out ‘two thousand 
four hundred and a atall and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘two thousand five 
hundred and fifty-six” 


Mr. Ducanver. Tt was introduced by Mr. Van Zandt. He asked 
to be called from Subcommittee No. 2 when we were ready to proceed 
with this bill. Would you delay for a moment while I go and get him? 


Mr. Jounson. Yes. 
(Recess taken.) 

Mr. Ducanper. Colonel Lardin is also the witness on this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, 

Mr. Jounson. Do you want to make a statement about this bill, 
Mr. Van Zandt, or do you want to call a witness? 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Kennedy from the American Legion is pres- 
ent. The bill was introduced at the request of his organization. 

Mr. Jonnson. We will hear Colonel Lardin. You are not trying 
to get away, are you? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, sir. That is quite all right. 

Mr. Jounson. Very well. 

Colonel Lardin? Would you proceed with your statement? 

Colonel Larpry. Sir, I do not have a prepared written statement 
on this bill, either. If you are ready, I would be glad to give the 
position of the Department of the Army on it. 

Mr. Jounson. We are ready. Do you want to sit down or do you 
want to stand up? 

Colonel Larpin. Thank you. 

The Department of the Army is in favor of the principle of this bill. 
It is considered important to point out that we have never, since the 
original legislation of 1926, authorizing a total of 40 at one time, mem- 
bers of the Corps of Cadets from the sons of deceased or disabled 
veterans of World War I and World War II, that total number enter- 
ing the Academy from these two sources has been 148. The total 
number of graduates, 87. 

Currently there are 31 in the Academy whom we expect to graduate. 

The losses over the period of years have been 30. Thirty have 
agen graduate of those who entered under the provisions of the 
1926 bill. 

Mr. Jounson. What was the total again? 

Colonel Larpin. The total was 148, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. And 30 failed to graduate? 

Colonel Larptn. Thirty of those have failed to graduate. 

Mr. Winsreap. Thirty out of one hundred and forty-eight? 

Colonel Larprn. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. How many have, if any, resigned after they got 
out? What is the record of their service? How long were they in? 
Are they still in? 

Colonel Larpry. Sir, our experience on the competitive people 
from competitive sources, and this type of individual is one of those, 
is that our loss rate, including that from resignation, is lower than 
from all other sources. 

Mr. Jounson. In this group, you mean? 

Colonel Larpry. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact this is how I got 
in the Military Academy, so I have a little experience in this problem. 

Mr. Winstreap. You have had over 20 percent of failures from that 

oup? 

Colonel Larpry. That is correct. 

Mr. Winsteap. What are the failures of the entire Academy? 

Colonel Larpin. 23.8. 

Mr. Winsteap. They are still lower? 

Colonel Larprn. Than from any other source, is my point, sir. 
Mr. Jonnson. Do you have any other testimony? 
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Mr. WrystEap. This applies to the Naval Academy also. 

Mr. JoHnson. Just a moment. Let’s get through with this witness 
first. Do you have any more testimony you want to give? 

Colonel Larpin. Yes, sir. As I said previously the Department 
of the Army is in favor of the principle of this bill. ‘The increase in 
numbers from 40 to 100 is a pointed question. That is one way I 
would put it—in that we have not been able in the past to fill the 
40 vacancies now allowed. Hence we do not consider that 100 vacan- 
cies are necessary in order to take care of the increased applications 
that we may have from sons of those participating in the Korean 
conflict since June 27, 1950. 

We feel in all probability we can take care of those within the 
present allocation of 40. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, won’t you expect to have a group of young 
men coming on from World War II, who fathered children and were 
killed? I mean, it could be back as far as 1945. ‘Their sons would 
only be 10 or 12 vears old now. 

Colonel Larpin. Yes, sir; you are right. 

Mr. Jonnson. It could go back to the forties really. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Compare the deaths in World War I and World 
War II, and it would give you some idea. 

Mr. Devereux. You certainly don’t have a whole lot more becom- 
ing eligible. 

Mr. Van Zanptr. What were the deaths in World War I—about 
36,000. World War II ran up into a couple of hundred thousand. 

Mr. Jonnson. Three hundred thousand. I think it was over 50,000 
in the First World War. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. | think for World War II it was 360,000 or some- 
thing like that. 

Mr. Bray. I think your idea is that it is a good idea, but that 
yet the need for it has not arrived. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I think the American Legion, who suggested this 
bill be introduced, were projecting their thinking into the future and 
they were looking to the day when the son of the World War II 
veteran would arrive at the day when he was eligible for the Academy. 

Mr. Jounson. His statement was very significant to me: That 
those men have done better than the others. They have a sentimental 
interest to do better, naturally. But I don’t think we should reduce 
the figure of 100 to 40, Colonel. It seems to me you are going to 
block out some boys, there, because if you go back in 1943, we had a 
lot of combat action in 1943, 1944, and going into 1945 and it is pos- 
sible the boys that would like to have the opportunity are not available 
yet. They are too young. 

Colonel Larptn. I think you are absolutely correct. 

Mr. Winsteap. This is only permissive legislation. If you reach 
a hundred, you would have the opportunity. 

Colonel Larpin. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. The Air Force is here with a suggested amend- 
ment if an Air Force Academy is established. 

Mr. Winstrab. Just write in all Academies and that will cover it. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other questions of this witness? 

Mr. Drverevx. I haven’t anthing. 

Mr. Ducanprr. We have a Navy witness. 
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Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order why not correct the 
language to cover all Military Academies and that will cover it? 1 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. Jounson. We will hear the testimony first and then we can 
make an amendment, if it is needed. 

Where is that Navy witness we are going to hear? 

Mr. Ducanper. Commander Robie? 

Commander Rosie. Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement 
I would like to read, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Go right ahead. 


STATEMENT OF LT. COMDR. W. A. ROBIE, USN, BUREAU OF 
NAVAL PERSONNEL 


Commander Rosir. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I am Lt. Comdr W. A. Robie, USN, Director of the Naval Academy 
Midshipmen Division of the Bureau of Naval Personnel. 

H. R. 4231, as it pertains to the Naval Academy, would broaden 
the present eligibility for appointment as midshipmen of sons of mem- 
bers of the land and naval forces who were killed in action or who dies 
or may hereafter die of wounds or injuries received in active service 
or of disease incurred or aggravated in active service during World 
Wars I or II to include the sons of members who have died or will 
die as a result of active service since June 27, 1950. In addition, this 
bill would increase the present allocation of 40 such vacancies to 100 
vacancies. 

The Department of the Navy favors the extension of the present 
eligibility categories to include under similar circumstances the sons 
of members who have served since June 27, 1950. The justification 
on equitable considerations requires no elaboration beyond the 
language of the bill itself. 

he proposed increase in the authorized number of appointments 
to the Naval Academy suggests two considerations which we feel 
should be brought to the attention of the subcommittee. 

From a practical point of view, it does not appear that the in- 
crease in the number of authorized appointments would be of benefit 
to any individuals. The number of midshipmen currently at the 
Naval Academy charged to this source is 34 of whom 11 are expected 
to graduate in June 1954. The present allocation has not been re- 
strictive on qualified applicants. The broadened eligibility is not 
likely to result in an immediate significant increase, because of the 
recent dates involved. I have submitted as an appendix to this 
statement a summary of our recent experience in this connection. 

Any further increase in authorized appointments would widen the 
disparity which now exists between the total number of authorized 
appointments and the actual physical capacity of the Naval Academy. 
The number of presently authorized appointments is 4,382 plus foreign 
students and an indeterminate number from among the sons of holders 
of the Congressional Medal of Honor, although the designed ca- 
pacity is 2,850. The 3,558 midshipmen now at the Naval Academy 
are accommodated only by the acceptance of overcrowded conditions. 
It is recommended, therefore, that until the facilities at the Naval 
Academy are enlarged there should be no increase in the number of 
appointments now authorized. 
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That is the end of my statement, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Winstxap. In other words there is nothing to prohibit you 
from these appointees, whether we pass this legislation or not, if 
they so desire? 

Commander Rosie. That is correct, sir. We feel, and as is pointed 
out here, the numbers currently authorized have never been filled. 
I did not go beyond 1940 in digging out the figures, but the figures for 
years prior to that are very, very small, both from admissions and 
applicants. 

Mr. Winsteap. This legislation is permissive only? It does not 
require it? 

Mr. Ducanper. It is just authorization. 

Mr. Winsteap. They can do it anyway? 

Mr. Ducanper. Well, they cannot fill appointments at the present 
time of sons of persons killed in the Korean conflict. It is not in the 
law. Isn’t that right? 

Commander Rosrr. That is correct. 

Mr. Ducanper. That is another thing this bill would do. It is 
just not in the present law. 

Mr. Wrinsrrap. This would empower it. 

Commander Rosin. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But at the present time there are 40 appointments 
by the President from sons of members of the naval forces. 

Mr. Ducanper. But that is restricted to World War I and II. 

Commander Rosie. Yes, and the sons of deceased veterans deter- 
mined by the Veterans’ Administration whether the boy is qualified. 

Mr. Van Zanpt, It is not necessary that the veteran be killed in 
action. 

Commander No. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. A service-connected disability? 

Commander Rosis. Generally speaking, it must be a service- 
connected disability. 

Mr. Devereux. Isn’t it true there has not been a great deal of 
publicity given to this program as to this means of getting into the 
two Academies? 

Commander Roster. I feel myself that is one of the reasons this 
quota has never been filled. It is based strictly on inquiries from 
Members of Congress or their secretaries in regard to individuals. 
We do publish this in our annual regulation book. It is stated in 
the laws. I am sure that the veterans’ associations are aware of it. 
It is possible that the lack of publicity is one of the causes. 

Mr. Jounson. Isn’t it also true that some Congressmen appoint 
the sons of deceased veterans? I recall making an appointment like 
that one time. 

Commander Rosir. Yes, sir. When we receive an actual inquiry 
from a Member of Congress which describes a condition which might 
fit under this law, we do recommend that the boy apply that way. 

Mr. WickersHAM. But Congressmen never tell you that. 

Mr. Jounson. I believe I appointed a boy, but I was not aware of 
the law, to be frank with you. 

_Commander Rosiz. Maybe Mr, Wickersham misunderstood me, 
sir. 
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When we do get telephone calls, of which I get many and the 
Member of the Congress may describe the situation as being the son 
of a deceased veteran it is at that time that I try to steer him in this 
direction. 

Mr. WickersHam. But if he makes an appointment like Mr. 
Johnson did, and didn’t know that, he would really be entitled to 
another appointment? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Isn’t that the situation? This bill will increase 
the student body at both Academies by 60? 

Commander Rosir. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And at the present time the Department of 
Defense has no objection to the bill but if the bill becomes a law you 
are going to have to give us 60 more slots at both Annapolis and 
West Point to take care of them? 

Commander Rosier. Yes. There will be 60 vacancies. As to the 
actual filling of those vacancies, I have no idea. That is why I 
appended this listing. i 

Mr. Van Zanvrt. Both Academies would have to provide for 60? 

Commander Rosie. That is correct. Of course you realize the 
currently authorized number would never fit this to the Naval 
Academy. The currently authorized number is about 4,382, and 
essentially that will increase that number by 60. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Do I understand if this bill passed there is a possi- 
bility that—of you coming back to ask for additional appropriations 
to extend the capacity? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Not necessarily. It just adds to the overcrowded 
conditions at West Point and Annapolis. 

What I am coming to, do you have any recommendation bow the 
intent of this bill can be taken care of without increasing the student 
body by 60 in number at Annapolis? 

Commander Rosie. I think the intent of the bill will be amply 
taken care of if you strike the increase in numbers and at such time we 

_receive more applicants than we can fit in, | am sure it will come to the 
attention of the committee and the appropriate people at that time. 
As of today, sir, I have 18 qualified applications. I have three pending. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. They are sons of deceased veterans of what war? 

Commander Rosir. That I could not answer, sir. Most of them 
are World War II. I would have to check. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Have you been on duty over there for several 
years now? 

Commander Rostr. No; just since August. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You could not tell us how many you had at this 
time last year or the year before? 

Commander Rosie. No, I have the overall numbers and I can 
state definitely the number which we have received in overall appoint- 
ments this year, is running slightly behind this year, last year. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You heard the statement a moment ago there 
had been over 300,000 casualties or deaths in World War II and 
thirty or forty thousand in World War I? 

Commander Rostr. Yes. 

_ Mr. Van Zanpr. So in the future you should receive more requests? 

Commander Rosrr. We hope so. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What would be the condition in the Navy if we 
should apply this requirement to the appointments at large by the 
President? 
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Commander Rosir. The appointments at large made by the Pres- 
ident are currently restricted to some of the members of the Regular 
armed services, sir. Is that the group you are talking about? 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Seventy-five from the United States at large ap- 
pointed by the President. This is all the information I have. 

Commander Rosir. That particular group of appointments are 
awarded to the sons of regular members of the armed services, includ- 
ing the Coast Guard. 

r. Bray. Isn’t that custom rather than law? Or does the law 
specify it? 

Commander Rosier. Sir, I would have to check the law. But I am 
pretty sure it was originated in a custom and later became law. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other questions? 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. We have Mr. Miles Kennedy as the next witness. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Kennedy, would you like to enlighten us a little 
on this bill, please? 

Mr. Kennepy. My name is Miles Kennedy. I am the national 
legislative director of the American Legion. I don’t have a prepared 
statement but I would like to say something on the bill. 

First off I want you to know we appreciate you granting us an 
opportunity to appear before your subcommittee this morning. I 
have given counsel, Mr. Ducander, a copy of the resolution adopted 
at our 1952 national convention on this pas Ma matter. He will give 
you a copy of that resolution. Congressman Van Zandt, a member 
of your subcommittee, was good enough to introduce this bill under 
consideration at our request, Mr. Chairman. 

I heard the testimony this morning and I note that there is not too 
much objection on the part of the Naval Academy representatives or 
the Army authorities to changing the law. 

We are trying to accomplish two things, Mr. Chairman. One is to 
change the current law, which covers the appointments of the sons of 
World War I and World War II men who were killed in action or who 
die as a result of service-connected wounds or disabilities or inujries, 
so that the same sons of men or women who were in action in the 
Korean war may be included and may receive the benefits on the same 
parity as those in World Wars I and II. That is one thing we are 
trying to accomplish. As I gather from the testimony this morning, 
there does not seem too much objection to that. 

The other point we would like to accomplish is we would like the 
present quota of 40 raised to 100, an increase of 60. 

As has been also said this morning, our people have looked ito 
this action and they are predicating it upon the future years’ needs, 
because after all, as regards the men who served in the Korean action, 
with few exceptions their sons have not reached the age where they 
are qualified to enter either Annapolis or West Point and, if you 
gentlemen and the Congress see fit to establish it, an Air Force 
Academy. 
ght Vow Zanv?T. What is the average age of the veteran of World 

ar 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t recall exactly but I saw some figures the 
other day and, as I recall, it was 33 or 34. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Then their sons today are around 10 or 12? 
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Mr. Kennepy. Many of those boys, as you know, are busy going 
to school, and establishing themselves in jobs and have not had too 
much opportunity to raise a family, at least to the age in question. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. They haven't died. 

Mr. Jounson. The ones I know are doing a good job of raising 
families out in our part of the world. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is one thing I want to assure you gentlemen. 
We have no intention, in any manner, if | may use the vernacular, of 
horning in on appointments made by Members of Congress. I'd like 
to have the record made absolutely clear on that. 

Mr. Winsreap. I would like to say this. I think every Member 
of Congress should give ample consideration to any applicant from 
this category. 

Mr. Kennepy. I appreciate that, Mr. Winstead. The point I was 
trying to make is we want you to know we are not trying to make 
these allocations if the Congress should grant this legislation, when 
they increase it by 60 or whatever is chosen, We are not asking it be 
taken away from the number that members of Congress have a right 
to appoint. [ just want that clear on the record. 

Now, Mr. Stevens, Secretary of the Army, said in a letter we got 
from Mr. Van Zandt that he had no objection to changing the law on 
the subject of the vets of Korean war, but he felt they did not have 
the physical space at the Academy at West Point. 

I have great respect for the people who are through channels 
receiving their education at either the Naval Academy or at West 
Point coming from these foreign countries. I have absolutely no 
objection to that at all. But we feel other things being equal these 
other boys, whose fathers were killed in action, ought to get equal 
consideration. 

I ask you gentlemen to take that into consideration in your delibera- 
brie on the bill. Those are about the only two things we have in 
mind. 

As I say, to change the law so sons of Korean veterans who died in 
action or as a result of service-connected disability may have this 
opportunity, and if in your judgment you think 60 is a proper figure 
to increase the present figure of 40, a total of 60 additional, is too 
many and if you feel you would like to cut that figure of 60 down, we 
will be very happy to abide by your good judgment in the matter. 
That is about all I have to say. 

We respectfully request the subcommittee act on the bill and that 
the full committee in due course will report the bill out. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You understand, of course, Mr. Kennedy, that 
both Academies are being utilized to their capacity? 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand they are very well filled up, from the 
testimony given this morning. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And the Department of Defense says, if you 
approve this bill, as it is, vou are going to have to enlarge the capacity 
of both Annapolis and West Point. 

Therefore, vou are going to have to do something about the facilities. 

Mr. Devereux. May I just interpose there that that has not been 
the testimony so far? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That is true, but I do have a letter from the 
Secretary of the Army, in which he writes, on behalf of the Secretary 
of Defense. 


3131 


Mr. Devernux. They may have to increase the facilities. Is that 
not it? 

Mr. Jonnson. There is no question in my mind that all the slots 
are going to be taken. It is still in the realm of probability how many 
we will get. 

Mr. Kennepy. May I just interject at this point, if the bill does 
g° through your committee, that it be amended to include any new 

cademies established by Congress, which would include an Air Force 
Academy? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In connection with the report received by the 
chairman of the House Armed Services Committee from Mr. Robert 
T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army, who was reporting on behalf of 
the Secretary of Defense, he had this to say, and I quote: 

The Department of Defense considers the purposes of H. R. 4231 desirable, 
except for the provision authorizing 60 additional student spaces respectively at 
the Military and Naval Academies. Both Academies are running at capacity 
with students from sources presently authorized. To accommodate additional 
students from one source, the number from another source must be decreased 
accordingly. Until such time as the facilities of each Academy are expanded or 
until additional facilities at the Academies are provided, the Department of 
Defense is opposed to leg’slation which would require an increase in the size of 
the respective student bodies, but is in favor of the other purposes of the bill. 


Mr. Jounson. I suggest you give the reporter a copy of that letter, 
so that we will have it in full. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Well, I have some points I want to develop. 

What I am trying to develop, Mr. Kennedy, is this: Have you any 
suggestions as to how we could write into the existing laws the real 
purpose of this legislation, without increasing the student bodies at 
the two Academies? 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t profess to be an expert on it, Mr. Van 
Zandt, and I could not give you a worthwhile suggestion. I am sorry 
to say, but it seems to me that some reasonable plan should be worked 
out in view of the attendant circumstances, and the number of men 
involved in World II, compared with World War I, and conditions 
in Korea and the unsettled conditions in the world as they are today. 

I think all those things should be taken into consideration. You 
gentlemen are much more spent than I am in that. 

It does not have to be done immediately. Time is not too much 
of the essence. It is not something that has to be accomplished 
immediately. 

Mr. Jounson. Wouldn’t it work out this way: that people who 
might otherwise have a chance to be reported would have to give 
way to this group? 

Mr. Kennepy. It might be, but if our people would qualify, and 
again I am not talking about taking away those appointees that you 
gentlemen have jurisdiction on, it seems to me that room must be 
found some place. 

Mr. Jounson. Assuming that we get it full, we would just have 
to eliminate somebody else to give them the proper training. The 
academies are filled up to the hilt. 

Mr. WinstEAp. May I just make this statement? If such an 
appointment from such a source should force me out of an appoint- 
ment, that is all right. Rather than expand the facilities, we are 

oing to have trouble with that. We might as well face it. If the 
President appoints the son of some deceased veteran from my 
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district I don’t know that I’d have any objection if it knocked me 
out of an appointment. 

Mr. Kennepy. I regret that the Department of Defense, to keep 
within the grounds of economy and all that, have taken the position 
they have. 

But I think the thing can be worked out if reasonable study is given 
to it, and the problem approached from various angles. 

I know that they have objected to various things before and some- 
how or another, they ome find a way of accomplishing their ob- 
jective, if they have any real desire to do it. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr. Chairman, in a letter addressed to Mr. 
Kennedy, by Randel Shake, national child welfare director, American 
Legion, national headquarters, Indianapolis, he provides a break- 
down of the appointments to both West Point and Annapolis, and 
following the statement of Mr. Kennedy, that he does not want to 
interfere with the of of Congress, that leaves, 
according to Mr. Shake, 172 at-large appointments for West Point, 
upon recommendation of the Vice President, 40 from among honor 
graduates of honor military schools, 40 from among sons of veterans. 
who were killed in action or have died, or may hereafter die, of wounds 
or disease contracted in line of duty in World War I or II, and 89 
upon personal recommendation of the President of the United States. 

That is a total of 172 at-large appointments for West Point. 

For Annapolis, Mr. Shake says that the President now appoints 
129, 40 of whom are from among the sons of members of the land 
and naval forces. 

Perhaps a greater percentage of this 129 might be from among the 
sons of veterans. 

Now, let’s see, to build up that figure of 129, he must use 75 from 
the United States at large appointed by the President, and 40 of whom 
are among the sons of veterans. 

The last suggestion of Mr. Shake is where he says, perhaps a greater 
percentage of these 129 might be from among sons of veterans. 

What do you think of that, Mr. Kennedy? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would be inclined to agree with that. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Then it is thought that possibly we can write 
into the law the intent of this bill by having it apply to the appoint- 
ments at large. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. His committee is the committee that. 
gave it considerable study, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Then Secretary of the Army Stevens, has this to 
say in his letter, Mr. Short: 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense favors 
enactment of H. R. 4231 on condition that it is conformed to the above views by 
making the following amendments thereto: 

Page 2, line 6: Strike the words, ‘‘one hundred’ and substitute the word 
“forty” therefor. 

So what Mr. Stevens wants to do is to apply the intent of this bill 
to the 40 that are already appointed on the basis that they are the 
sons of deceased veterans of World War I or II and he wants to apply 
it to Korea. 

I think there is the problem the committee is faced with. We are 
either going to apply the intent of this bill to the appointments at 
large or we can enlarge the eligibility requirements of the 40 appointed 
by law, to include the Korean veterans. 
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Mr. Jounson. We can work it out. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I ask unanimous consent these two letters be 
made a part of the record. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. 

(The letters referred to are as follows:) 


OcToBER 7, 1958. 
Hon. Dewey Snort, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to your request to the Secretary of 
Defense for the views of the Department of Defense with respect to H. R. 4231, 
83d Congress, a bill to authorize appointments to the United States Military 
Academy and the United States Naval Academy of sons of certain individuals 
who were killed in action or who died or shall die as a result of active service in 
World War I, World War II, or between the period beginning June 27, 1950, and 
ending on a date proclaimed by the President or the Congress.’”” The Secretary 
of Defense has delegated to the Department of the Army the responsibility for 
expressing the views of the Department of Defense thereon. 

he Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense has 
considered the above-mentioned bill, the purpose of which is to extend service 
Academy appointment opportunity to qualified sons of members of the Armed 
Forces of the United States, which members were killed in action or have died or 
may later die under specified circumstances as the result of active service on or 
since June 27, 1950. Sons of members of the Armed Forces who were killed or 
have died under the same specified circumstances as a result of military service in 
World Wars I and II now have under law the appointment opportunities sought 
by the bill for sons of such veterans of the Korean conflict. Phe bill authorizes 
60 additional student spaces, respectively, at the Military Academy and at the 
Naval Academy. 

The Department of Defense considers the purposes of H. R. 4231 desirable, 
except for the provision authorizing 60 additional student spaces respectively at 
the Military and Naval Academies. Both Academies are running at capacity 
with students from sources presently authorized. To accommodate additional 
students from one source, the number from another source must be decreased 
accordingly. Until such time as the facilities of each Academy are expanded or 
until additional facilities at the Academies are provided, the Department of 
Defense is opposed to legislation which would require an increase in the size of 
the respective student bodies, but is in favor of the other purposes of the bill. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense favors 
enactment of H. R. 4231 on condition that it is conformed to the above views 
by making the following amendments thereto: 

Page 2, line 6: Strike the words, ‘“‘one hundred” and substitute the word “‘forty”’ 
therefor. 

Page 3, lines 6 to 10 inclusive: Strike, ‘‘without substitution.” 

Page 3, line 11: Strike ‘‘(3)’’ and substitute ‘‘(1)”’ therefor. 

Page 3, line 13: Strike ‘‘(4)’’ and substitute ‘(2)’ therefor. 

Page 3, lines 22 to 25: Strike, ‘‘without substitution.” 

The effect of the proposed amendments would be to maintain the presently 
authorized strength of each Academy and extend under specified circumstances, 
appointment opportunity at the Academies to sons of veterans of the Korean 
conflict on the same basis as is enjoyed by sons of certain veterans of World War 
IT and World War II. 

Enactment of H. R. 4231 on the basis on which recommended would not in- 
volve expenditure of additional Federal funds. 

This report has been coordinated within the Department of Defense in accord- 
ance with procedures prescribed by the Secretary of Defense. 

In reference to H. R. 4231 (and H. R. 1022, a similar bill) the Bureau of the 
Budget advised that “while there is no objection to the presentation of such 
reports on these bills as you deem appropriate, you are advised that the Bureau 
of the Budget believes that the objectives of these measures should be accomplished 
within the framework of the comprehensive and modernizing legislation relating 
to the service Academies which is now under consideration within the Department 
of Defense.” 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert T. STEVENS, 
Secretary of the Army. 
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Tue Amprican Lueaion, 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
Indianapolis, Ind., December 8, 1953. 


Mr. Mixes D. Kennepy, 
Director, National Legislative, Division, The American Legion, 
1608 K Street, NW., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mites: I have the carbon copy of your letter of December 1 addressed 
to the Honorable James E. Van Zandt together with the letter of October 7 from 
Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army, addressed to the Honorable Dewey 
Short, regarding H. R. 4321, which is a bill to authorize appointments to the 
United States Military Academy and the Naval Academy. 

I believe we fully understand and appreciate the comments made in Mr. 
Stevens’ letter regarding facilities at the Academies and their desire not to further 
increase the stress on those Academies unless additions are made to them. We of 
course, as you know, Miles, have no intent nor, for that matter, no interest as a 
division, in attempting to increase the total number of appointments at Annapolis 
and West Point. To that extent, we see no major objections to the suggested 
amendments. 

We do see, however, that since we have had a third military action which has 
a bor gme orphans of men killed in service, that some regrouping might be 
ca or. 

At the present time, appointments to the Military Academy total 2,496, broken 
as follows: 


180 from among the enlisted men of the Regular Army and of the National 
Guard in number as nearly equal as practicable____---....----------- 180 
The 172 at-large appointments are divided as follows: 
Upon recommendation of Vice President___.._--.--------------------- 8 
From among honor graduates of honor military schools.__.-..--_----~--- 40 


From among sons of veterans who were killed in action or have died, or may 
hereafter die, of wounds or disease contracted in line of duty in World 

Upon personal recommendation of the President of the United States__ _- 89 


In essence, Miles, our resolution asks that 60 more sons of veterans who were 
killed in action in World War I, II, or Korean service, be added to the 40 already 
authorized by law. The President now appoints 129, 40 of whom are among 
sons of veterans. Perhaps a greater percentage of this 129 might be from among 
sons of veterans. For that matter, there are 8 from each State at large, perhaps 
1 of whom might be earmarked as the son of a veteran killed in action. 

The same applies to appoititments at the Naval Academy. They total 3,250 
broken as follows: 


5 for each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress and the 


5 from Puerto Rico; 4 from Philippines; 1 Canal Zone_______-_..-_------ 10 
75 from United States at large, appoiated by President__.._..._._____-- 75 
160 from the Navy and Daarme Corns... 160 
160 from Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve______________-_---- 160 
20 from honor military schools and Naval Reserve Officers Training Corps i 

40 appointments by President.from among the sons of members of the land 


30-some miscellaneous 


3135 


In this instance, the President appoints 115, 40 of whom are from among the 
sons of members of the land and naval forces. Again, we felt this percentage 
might be increased or that those appointed by the Senators and Representatives 
might have at least one required from among the sons of deceased servicemen. 

recognize the inadvisability of taking away appointments that have become 
traditional. Perhaps the appointing authorities themselves, however, would be 
willing to give greater consideration to the group in which we are interested in the 
appointments which they are already authorized to make. If they are not willing 
to do so, H. R. 4231 with the amendments suggested by the Secretary of the 
Army, at least accomplishes a part of our resolution by including Korean service. 

In summary, Miles, we do not want to ask that more money be spent to enlarge 
the academies; we do not want to ask that more people receive education at the 
taxpayer’s expense; we do not want to take appointments away from anyone now 
authorized to make them; we do believe, however, that if each person now making 
appointments would include at least one son of a deceased serviceman, our reso- 
lution would be adequately met. 

Sincerely, 
RANDEL SHAKE, National Child Welfare Director. 


Mr. Kennepy. May I have permission to put the resolution 
adopted at our 1952 convention in the record, please? 

Mr. JoHnson. You may. 

(The resolution ‘farted to follows:) 


New York, N. Y., August 25-28, 1952. 


ADDITIONAL APPOINTMENTS TO MILI™ARY AND NAVAL ACADEMIES TO INCLUDE 
CHILDREN OF MEN KILLED IN SERVICE IN KOREAN HOSTILITIES 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by act approved June 8, 1926, 
increased the authorized number of cadets at the United States Military Academy 
and the number of midshipmen at the Naval Academy by 40 at each institution, 
and directed that the additional appointments be made by the President from 
omens the sons of those who were killed in action or died during World War I; 
an 

Whereas the 1926 act was amended in 1942 so as to include as beneficiaries 
the sons of veterans of World War I who have died since that war, or may 
hereafter die, of service-connected disabilities; and 

Whereas the act was further amended in 1945 to include sons of deceased 
veterans of World War II; and 

Whereas these amendments greatly increased the number eligible for appoint- 
ment to the Military and Naval Academies under the 1926 act without increasing 
the number of vacancies at either Academy: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to amend the 
act of June 8, 1926, as amended, so as to increase the number of additional cadets 
at the United States Military Academy and the number of additional midshipmen 
at the Naval Academy from 40 each, as now authorized, to 100 at each institution; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the act of June 8, 1926, be amended so as to include children 
of men killed in service between the period of June 25, 1950, and the termination of 
hostilities as determined by the United States Government. 


Mr. Jonnson. Do you wish an opportunity to file a formal state- 
ment? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. I think our testimony covers it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. May I ask Mr. Kennedy one more question? 

Mr. Jounson. Would you pardon me? I have in important en- 

ement. 
fould you take the Chair, Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennedy, would you object to this committee amending exist- 
ing law so as to make the eligibility include or require that the eligi- 
bility include sons of veterans of the Korean war? 

Mr. Kernnepy. You mean that language? 


3136 


Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes. In other words, at the present time to be 
eligible for one of these 40 appointments you have to be the son of a 
deceased veteran of World War I or II. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. Then we would simply amend the existing 
law and include Korea. No, we have absolutely no objection to that. 

Mr. Winsteap. And that does not include your total number. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. No, in that case it would not. 

Mr. Wrvsteap. But it would still take care of the situation at the 
present. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is that all, Mr. Kennedy? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Thank you. 

Are there any other witnesses? 

Mr. Ducanper. There are no further witnesses. And this is the 
last bill. The committee can go into executive session at this time. 

Colonel Larpry. I would like to point out something, if it is the 
intention of the committee to consider opening these so-called presi- 
dential appointments so as to include individuals who ordinarily 
would fall under the sons-of-veterans quota, within the presidential 
appointments. 

I would like to make two points; that first, there is currently nothing 
to preventany individual who falls within the sons-of-veterans category 
from competing for a presidential appointment. 

The second point is this: That of the 89 which are currently author- 
ized at the Military Academy, that is the most competitive group. 
For example, this last year, the competitors for the openings at the 
Academy, within that group, were in the ratio of approximately 10 or 
11 to 1 for the appointments only. It is the most difficult way to get 
in the Military Academy. There is no question about it. 

So that I feel sacnenelly that it would not benefit any individual who 
ordinarily would fall into the sons-of-veterans category. And that 

resent legislation makes the sons-of-veterans category competitive. 
f there are only a few appointments there, and many applicants, they 
must compete for the vacancies. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. Are there any other changes to be considered by 
the committee? 

(No response.) 

Colonel Larprn. Thank you. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. The representatives of the Air Force, I under- 
stand, have offered an amendment. Are they here? 

Mr. Ducanper. They have handed in an amendment merely as @ 
draft for the assistance of the committee if the committee would like 
to include it in the bill. They have not had time to clear it through 
the Bureau of the Budget or anything like that. They are here. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What would it provide for, in the event an Air 
Academy were established? 

Mr. Ducanpmr. Yes. On page 3, after line 25, add a subsection C 
as follows: C. This section shall apply to any Air Force Academy 
pre is established by law before or after the date of enactment of 

is act. 

It would just be a saving clause in case it was established. 

Mr. Van Zanvrt. We can just let it lie on the table. Are there any 
further witnesses? 
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Mr. Ducanpvrr. No. The committee can proceed into executive 
session. 

Mr. VAN Zanprt. Very well. 

(Whereupon, at 11:25 a. m., Thursday, January 21, 1954, the 
committee proceeded into executive session.) 


Senate Joint Resolution 34 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 3 OF THE 

CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, D. C., January 21, 1954. 
The subcommittee met, the Honorable Leroy Johnson, the chair- 

man of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Ducanper. The next bill is Senate Joint Resolution 34. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


[S. J. Res. 34, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 


JOINT RESOLUTION Authorizing the Secretary of the Army to receive for instruction at the United 
States Military Academy at West Point two citizens and subjects of the Kingdom of Thailand 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized to permit 
within one year after the date of enactment of this joint resolution, two persons, 
citizens and subjects of the Kingdom of Thailand, to receive instruction at the 
United States Military Academy at West Point, New York, but the United 
States shall not be subject to any expense on account of such instruction. 

Sec. 2. Except as may be otherwise determined by the Secretary of the Army, 
the said persons shall, as a condition to receiving instruction under the provisions 
of this joint resolution, agree to be subject to the same rules and regulations 
governing admission, attendance, discipline, resignation, discharge, dismissal, 
and graduation, as cadets at the United States Military Academy appointed from 
the United States, but they shall not be entitled to appointment to any office 
or position in the United States Army by reason of their graduation from the 
United States Military Academy. 

Sec. 3. Nothing in this joint resolution shall be construed to subject the said 
persons to the provisions of section 1320 of the Revised Statutes or to section 3 
of the Act of June 30, 1950 (64 Stat. 304; 10 U. S. C. 1092c). 

Passed the Senate July 24 (legislative day, July 6), 1953. 

Attest: J. Mark Trice, 

Secretary. 

Mr. Ducanper. Our witness is Col. H. E. Lardin, Department of 
the Army. 

Colonel Larprn. Sir, I don’t have a prepared statement but I am 
repared to answer any questions you may have in regard to this 
egislation. 

Mr. Jonnson. Will you explain the bill in vour own words? 

Colonel Larpry. Yes, sir. The bill proposes that two members 
of Thailand, who are qualified to attend the United States Military 
Academy be permitted to enter the Academy in July of 1954. 

Mr. Jounson. Does that mean just those two that are selected can 
enter? That won’t continue from year to year? 

Colonel Larpiy. Two specific individuals by name. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, they have to be specific, naturally, if they are 
going to send two men over here. But it is only for those two and 
nobody else, and nobody follows them under the law? 
Colonel Larprn. That is correct. 

Mr. Winsteap. What is the law now on other countries? 
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Colonel Larpin. I would be glad to answer that, sir. 

We have provision for 20 spaces at the Military Academy for indi- 
viduals from the Latin American countries and Canada. In addition 
we have provisions for four Filipinos in the Academy at one time. 

In the past, as a result of special legislation, 

Mr. Winsteap. Similar to this? 

Colonel Larprn. Similar to this—we have had 5 previous indi- 
viduals from Thailand, 2 of whom graduated in 1930, 2 in 1932, and 
1 in 1937. 

We have had one from—the first one, I should say, a foreign cadet, 
to attend, was from Chile, in 1816. The next one was from Switzer- 
land in 1889. 

We have had cadets from China. So that except for the Latin- 
American countries, the only ones have been from Switzerland, 
Thailand, and China. 

Mr. Winsteap. And we have already had five from Thailand. 

Colonel Larprn. We have already had five; ves, sir. 

Mr. Ducanper. I have different information on that; my informa- 
tion is there have been 34 resolutions previously on this type of 
resolution to admit students into West Point, coming from Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, San Salvador, Cuba, Colombia, in 1823. 

Mr. Devereux. Those are Latin-American countries. 

Mr. Ducanper. I did not understand that was excluded. 

Colonel Larpin. We are in complete agreement, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. What I would like to find out is this: There is 1 
case you mentioned where you have spots for 4 from the Philippines? 

Colonel Larpin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Does that mean they have—may have four at any 
one time there? 

Colonel Larprn. Yes, sir. 

ang! Jounson. Or when those 4 go out can they take 4 more or is 
that just 

Elona Larpin. The maximum number they can have is four. 

Mr. Jounson. Is it a continuing right? When they go below 4 
they can round up to 4? 

Colonel Larptn. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. So at all times, the Philippines may have four in 
our Academy? 

Colonel Larpin. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. Are those subjected to the same examinations for 
entry as the appointees of Congressmen, for instance? 

Colonel Larpin. No, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Don’t you think they ought to be: 

Colonel Larpin. However, the provision in this bill, and as far as 
I know it has been in every other one, is to this effect: 

‘“‘Who are otherwise qualified.” 

The Academy has not in the past and does not intend to admit 
ndings whom they do not consider physically and intellectually 
qualified. 

Mr. Jounson. Is that in the statute? In other words we would 
like to have those men on a parity with our people. 

Colonel Lanvin. Sir, from my experience at the Academy, I can 
say this: That as far as their academic ability, the instruction they 
get, their participation in all examinations, they are on exactly the 
same status as any other cadet there. 
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The only place where they are given special treatment is in English 
courses. 

Mr. Jounson. Well, that is understandable. 

Colonel Larpin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Winstead? 

Mr. Winsteap. If I understand, the Philippines have a right to 
have four every year in the Academy? 

Colonel Larpin. Well, if you interpret that this way, that the 
total number in the Academy every year is 4, that is correct, but 
there are not 4 each year. 

Mr. Winsteap. But they do have a right to have four in the 
Academy each year? 

Colonel Larpin. Yes. 

Mr. Winsreap. The only thing that concerns me, if we continue 
to extend it, and this is all new to me—we have already had five from 
Thailand—are we going to open the doors and take folks in from 
every country in the world? Will this bring about legislation for us 
to educate people from all the countries in the world, as many as two 
at a time? 

rooen Larprn. Perhaps I should give you a little more background 
on this. 

Mr. Winstrap. If the other members of the committee are 

Mr. Jonnson. Give us the background, please, and then your 
experience with the Academy, number of years’ service, and things 
like that. 

Colonel Larprn. I will start with my experience. 

I graduated from the Military Academy in 1934. In June of this 
year I will have 23 years’ service. 

During my attendance at the Academy there were two members 
in my company from Thailand, both of whom graduated in the class 
of 1932. 1 knew both of them quite well at the time. 

I would say that they were average cadets. 

Now, to get into the background of the method of securing ap- 
pointments for individuals from foreign countries, the requests are 
handled through diplomatic channels. 

The legislation is usually prepared by the Department of State. 

The views of the Department of Defense and the particular service 
concerned, be it Army or Navy, are obtained. In addition we in 
the Army obtain the views of the Superintendent of the United States 
Military Academy. 

Mr. Jounson. One question right there, if I may interrupt you. 
When they graduate are they assigned for a little active duty with 
the Americans? 

Colonel Larprn. Sir, there is a specific provision in this bill, which 
perhaps I should read. It is on page 2 starting with line 7: 

But they shall not be entitled to appointment to any office or position in the 
United States Army by reason of their graduation from the United States Military 
Academy. 

Does that answer that, sir? 

Mr. Jounson. Certainly. 

Is that all you want to say, now? 

Colonel Larpin. Yes, sir; that is all I have to say, 

Mr. Devereux. Colonel, what about “shall not be subject to 
any expense on account of such instruction’’? 

What do the foreign countries do? Do they pay for the instruction? 
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Colonel Larpiy. As I understand it, sir; they reimburse through 
the Department of State for what is considered the actual cost of 
maintaining them at the Academy. 

Now, something that I cannot answer at this time is whether we 
include in that what we call indirect costs. 

For instance, the pay of officers and enlisted men who are serving 
at the Academy as overhead. 

Mr. Deverevx. Or the depreciation on the buildings? 

Colonel Larpryx. That is correct, sir; I cannot answer that. 

Mr. Deverecx. Another thing, may I ask—the students who come 
from the Philippines, the cadets, that was during the time the Philip- 
pines were under our jurisdiction and has been carried on since then 
or has there been additional legislation contemplated to continue this 
indefinitely? 

Colonel Larpin. That legislation has been in effect as far back as 
I can remember, sir. I don’t know the exact date of it. There has 
been no change in it and as far as I know none is contemplated. 

Mr. Deverevx. In other words they enjoy the same rights now as 
they did when they were directly under us? 

Colonel Larpiy. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. I met a Chinese officer a number of years ago who 
graduated from West Point in the class of 1908, I believe it was. 

Has that been the custom before this? 

Colonel Larpin. Sir, according to my records, he must have gradu- 
ated in 1909. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. That was it. 

Colonel Larpin. Those individuals entered the Academy as a result 
of legislation exactly like Senate Joint Resolution 34. 

Mr. Bray. In 1909? 

Colonel Larpin. That is right. , 

Mr. Jonnson. Do these cadets draw allowances, clothing and things 
like that, that our cadets do? 

Colonel Larprn. Sir, the cadets at the Military Academy, out of 
their own pay, buy their clothing, textbooks, etc. 

The foreign cadets are issued this material and their government, 
through the Department of State, is charged for it. 

Mr. Winsteap. What is the cost now to graduate a man from 
West Point—an American? 

Colonel Larprin. Sir, I can give you estimates. If you desire I 
can give you detailed figures. 

Mr. Winstzap. Well, approximately. 

Colonel Lanvin. The approximate yearly cost for a cadet is $6,000. 
Multiplying that by 4, the cost would be in the neighborhood of 
$24,000. 

Mr. Winsteap. What is the reimbursement per individual the 
Philippines give us? 

Colonel Larpry. The Philippines do not give us any. 

_Mr. _— What is the reimbursement the foreign students 
give us 

Mr. Jonnson. You can get that. 

Colonel Larprn. Yes. 

Mr. Wiysteap. In other words it will show what these foreign 
countries have paid in the past? 

Mr. Jonnson. Well, make it specific. What would the financial 
responsibility of the Thailand Government be? 
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Now, do you have any information or data that indicates whether 
or not the program has been successful, in respect to the fact that 
graduates from foreign countries have proved to be excellent military 
men by virtue of this training? 

Colonel Larpin. I would prefer to answer that this way, sir. 

This is from my personal experience. As far as I know no one in 
the Department of the Army has attempted to follow those foreign 
graduates through the years, specifically to determine their abilities 
and the station that they finally reach. 

I will say this: That the countries concerned apparently endeavor 
to send the best-qualified individuals they have to attend our Military 
Academy, and, using the example of Mr. Bray, one of them who 
graduated in 1909 became a lieutenant general in the Chinese Army. 

The 2 from Thailand whom I know, 1 of them was a member of the 
royal house, and I have learned that during one of the palace revolu- 
tions over there, that he was wiped out. 

The other one was a colonel, in the 40’s, in the Thailand Army. 

Is that sufficient? 

Mr. Jounson. That is helpful. 

Mr. Winsreap. We visited Thailand. I am very much impressed 
with some things in Thailand. I am not opposed to this bill. 

However, I am not familiar with what it proposes. I am trying to 
get the facts. 

Now, you say two. Why do we want two? 

Colonel Larpin. Well, I got the impression back in 1930, 1931, and 
1932, concerning the 2 individuals then at the Academy, that 1 of them 
was from the royal house and the other 1 was sent along to help him 
out. 

Now, that is exact impression I got then. I don’t know whether 
that same pattern attains here. I was a little unhappy to learn that 
1 year they sent only 1. You see, in the past, 3 times they have sent, 
2, 2, and then 1. So maybe my deductive powers are incorrect. 

Mr. Winsteap. The thing that does worry me is if every country 
came in for 2, whether we would crowd out our own forces and whether 
this would bring about legislation from various Members of Congress 
to get 2 in from all these other countries. That is what concerns me 
right now. 

Colonel Larprn. In the past year, sir, this is the only request I am 
aware of. I anticipate in the near future we are going to get a request 
from the Republic of China to send two individuals to the Academy. 

Mr. Winsteap. If we took two from every country we are dealing 
with, would we be crowding out our own? 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Devereux. You feel the program has been very definitely 
successful? 

Colonel Larprn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. And your own personal opinion is that 1 officer 
gs wid indoctrinated and trained at West Point is probably worth 
5 officers serving in our own Army? 

Colonel Larpin. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. Is that all? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes. 

(Whereupon, the committee adjourned to further business.) 


